1 The Hague states
Jeorge Turner of the
: United States in the |
fisheries  arbitration, argued that
treaty 'sﬁ_fl ‘between nations were |
supreme and -could not be affected by
colonial legislation, '

Mr. Turner said he did not wish to
charge Great Britain with bad faith,
i ¢ nevertheless she could not $n good
i faith maintain that her attitude before |
the Halifax commission in 1877 was
consistent with her present attitude,
Mr. Turner eited the late Lord Salis-
bury as ackuowledging in 1878 that
British sovereignty In the matter of
fishing on the Newfoundland coasts
was limited by the treaty of 1818 and |
that colonial legislation could not ov-
erride a treaty.

Mr. Turner pointed out that Great
Pritain in her fisheries treaties with
France recognized the practicability of
their, regulating the fisheries in com--
moy and ‘also. the real character of
the French right to fish. The Ameri-
can right, Mr. Turner declared, was
identical with the French right.

Tessels Have Mrips of Trom

£,000 to T0,000Fish Tach.

| Good news was raceived this morn-
ing  from the seiners, four of then
having reported at Boston with fares
from 5000 to 10,000 large fresh mack-
crel, which was selling at 28 cents
each. The arrivals were schs. Ellen
| C. Burke, with 10,000 farge mackerel,
| sch. Electric Flash, Capt. William Bis-
| sett, with 8000, sch. Pontiac, Capt
Enos Nickerson with 5000 and. sch,
| Rhodora, Capt. John Mcinnis with
4500. : ‘ ;

#

—————

The skippers report’ taking these
mackerel near. the Cultivator Shoal on
Sunday, There were 10 or a dozen
vessels there at the time and one or
two others Were reported as taking
Small schools. sk ;

The fish did not show very well, and |
only stayed up a few minutes, making
it difficult to ‘catch them. There were |
[Jumerous schools but none of them
ere large, although the skippers
think there were fuite a body of fish |
'scattered over that section, s
'the‘ Canadian. Fish Bureau of Fri-
day last report mackerel plenty at Al- |
berton, P. E. I., and fair catches by |
bait fishermen at Escuminac. At all|
other p along the provincial coast

‘reported scarce, but cod, |
other fish were reported |

 ’ Thi fish Mm at T wharf are quite
numgrous this morning, among the
_ ‘our trips of fresh mack-

erel, . ;
7 ¥ e 4
The receipts and prices in detaill
are: : ; 4
Boston Arrivals. ‘
Sch. Pontiac, 5000 fresh mackerel
Sch, Rhodora, 4500 fresh mackerel,
Sch, Ellen C. Burke, 10,000 fresh
\mackerel.
1 h Steamer Spray, 60,000 haddock, 4000
cod,

Sch. Gladys and Nellie, 2000 had-
dock, 5000 cod, 3000 hake. :

Sch. Harvester, 8000 haddock, 11,-
000 cod. :

Sch. Rose Dorothea, 1000 haddock,
18,000 cod,

Sch. Evelyn M. Thompsom, 12,000
haddock, 25,000 cod.
Sch. Appomattox,
Sch. Athena, 8000
cod, 10600 hake,

Sch. Fannie Belle fAtwood, 16,000
haddeck, 15,000 codf 10,000 hake.
Sch. Josephine osta, 8000 had-
dock, 25,000 cog.
Sch. Genesta,
cod, 1000 hake,
Sch. Aspinet,
Sch. James ar
dock, 14,000 co ¢ ;
Sch. Helen B, Thomas, 10,000 had-
dock, 1000 cod.

Sch. Flavilla, 6000 haddock, 2000
eod, © ' 4

Sch, George E. Lane, Jr., 2000 had-
‘dock, 16,000 cod,

Sch. Regina, 20,000 haddock, 10,000
cod, 4000 . hake. . .
Sch. Nettie Franklin, 12,000 haddock,
700 cod. ;

Sch. Seaconnet, 7000 haddock, 16,000
cod, 500 hake.

Sch. Electric Flash, 8000 fresh mack-
erel,

. Sch, Maud F. Silva, 16,000 haddock,
5000 cod, 3000 hake, :

Sch. Galatea, 2500 haddock, 20,000

cod, - -

Sch. Viking, 25,000 cod.

' Sch. Victor and Ethan, 25,000 had-
dock, 20,000 cod, 1000 pollock.

Sch. Ignatius Enos, 2000 cod,

Sch. Thomas Brundage, 15,000 had-
dock, 18,000 cod, 5000 hake,

Sch. Good Luck, 18,000 cod.

Schs. Mina Swim, Catherine and El-
le,n, Emerald and Sylvia Nunan, just
coming in.

. Haddock, $1.50 to $2 per cwt.; large
cod, $1.50 to 1.75; hake, 1.25 to $2.25;
cusk, $2.26; mackerel, 28 cts. each.

cod.
dock, 25,000

,000 haddoek, 7600

000 cod.
Esther, 1800 had-

FIRST DORY HANDLINER HOME.

Sch. Harfy A. Nickerson Brings 100, -
000 Pounds Salt Cod from Quero.

Sch. Harry A, Nickerson, Capt. Wil-
liam Clark, the first of the dory hand-
liners, arrived yestérday with 100,000
pounds of salt cod, which were caught
on Quero bank and vieinity,

Capt. Clark reports the dory hand-
liners: as  having done, very pooriy.
The first of the season they found no
fish and it was since June came in that
any fish were taken. o
He had seen several vessels shortly
before leaving and the highline of
them was sch. J. J. Flaherty with 20,~
000 pounds. Sch. Flirt had 120,000
pounds and sch. Alice R, Lawson 100,-
900 pounds. In fact the vessels he saw
had from 60,600 to 120,000 pounds,
Squid was just making their appear-
ance on the ground, dnd occasionally -
a few were taken, so that relieved the
situation. Since the squid came, there
appeared more fish and. Capt. Clark
thinks there will be some good fish-
‘ing when they bunch up as they usu- H
lally do. : i , ; |

'HAS GOOD TRAWL BANK TRIP.

h. Senator Gardner Brings Second
Largest Trip of the Season.
Sch. Senator Gardner, Capt. Vincent
Nelson, of the trawling fleet, arrived
today from Quero bank with a fine
fare of 300,000 pounds of salt cod, the |

B of Gl T 4
This Pot Todey.

The week opened with a decided im-
provement for receipts of fish, there
being five arrivals with fish since last
report, among them sch. Senator
Gardner, from a salt bank trnwling‘
codfish trip with a fine fare of 300,000
pounds. 4 ‘

Sch, Eugenia from a handline drift-
‘ing trip has the best fare of this kind
llanded here this season, having 74,000
[pounds of salt cod.

{ Others of the drifting fleet are sch.
[Patriot with a good fare of 40,090
‘pounds of salt cod, sch. Miranda 35,000
ipounds salt cod, and sch. Winnifred
iwith 25,000 pounds.

| Among the shacking fleet to arrive is
isch. Thomas A. Cromwell with 50,000
‘pounds of salt cod and 20,000 pounds
ﬁpf fresh cod. This completes receipts
"of ground fish and is fully up to expez-
itations when conditions are analyzed.

The shore pollock seiners show no
material change from last week, the
schools of this fish appearing to have
left.

The shore boats remained in port
for the Fourth in consequence there
‘is no fish from this source today,
The arrivals and receipts in detail
are:

Today’s Arrivals and Recgipts.
Sch. BEugenia, drifting. :
Seh. Almeida, Quero Bank, 6000 ibs.
halibut, 20,000 1bs. fresh cod, l
Sch. Speculator; seining. 43 i
(’Sch. Thomas J. Carroll, seining, i
Sch. Addie M. Story, shore. ]
Sch. Winnifred, Western Bank, drift-;
ing, 25,000 1bs. salt: cod {

Sch. Patriot, Western Bank, drift-
ing, 40,000 Ibs. salt cod. X
Sch. Harry A. Nickerson, Quero
Bank, dory handlining, 100,000  Ibs.
salt cod.

Sch. Senator Gardner, Quero Bank,
300,000 1bs. salt cod.

Sch. Thomas A. Cromwell, Quero
Bank, shacking, 50,000 Ilbs. salt cod,
20,000 1bs, fresh cod.

|~ Sch. Miranda, Western Bank, drift-
ling, 35,000 1bs. salt cod.

| Sch. William H. Rider, Georges, drift-
/ing, 50,000 1bs. salt cod.

* Vessels Sailed.
Sch. M. Madeleine, swordfishing.
Sch. Hobo, swordfishing. - &
Sch. Jennie H. Gilbert,. swordfish-
ing. :
Sch. Annie and Jennie, swordfish-
ing.
Sch. Ralph Russell, drifting.
Sch. Mattie D. Brundage, drifting.
Sch. Gladys and Sabra, drifting.
Sch. Francis J. O'Hara, Jr., shack-
ing.
Sch. Marsala, Georges.
Sch. Mary DeCosta, haddocking.
Sch. Patrician, seining.

Today’s Fish Market.

. Large halibut cod, $3 per cwt.; me-
/dium cod, $2.75; snappers, $1.50.
Trawl salt Georges cod, large, $3.50;
/mediums, $3.
' Large salt handline Georges cod,
1$3.50; mediums, $3.00.
Trawl bank cod, large, $3 per cwt.;
imedium, $2.75; snappers, $1.50.
Outside sales drift Georges salt
cod, $3.75 per ewt. for large and $3.25
ifor mediums. i :
Salt cusk, large, $2.50 per cwt.;
imedium, $2; snappers, $1.
Salt ‘pollock, $1.25: per -cwt.; salt,
‘haddock, $1.25; salt hake, $1.25, ;
| Round pollock, 70 cts. per ewt.; -
idressed pollock, 75 cts. i
1’ Splitting prices for fresh fish, West-
lern cod, large $2 per cwt.; medium.
ldo., $1.65; KEastern cod, large, $1.60;
/medium cod, $1.40; cusk, $1.60 for
large, $1.20 for medium and 50c for
isnappers; haddock, 80 cts.; hake, 90|
lets.; pollock, round, 65 cts;; dressed,

70 cts. ,
Tty &

3 Has Cargo of Cured Fish. :

Sch. Addie M. Stery which has bef;n
on the Maine coast collecting and buy-
ing cured fish, arrived here yeateg‘da,y
with 150,000 pounds of cod and other
ground fish for the Gorton-Pew Fish-
‘eries Company. ~
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of the United States in t

Senator Turner Closed Argument at
Hague, Taking Eight Days.

the North American fig
tration. The “Senator,” a
at The Hague calls him, is
and forceful in his assertions,
| sentences being so framed iltﬂmbe
easily and quitkly divined as to their
{meaning and intent. His hmgn 1ge is
| well chosen and he follows his peints
to definite conclusions. o A

His opening address elicited  many |

No Exclusiye Right to Make Regu-
latid;iS’ReserVed in Tr%aty.

A e i

b

3

compliments from the other great le- |
gal lights in the case. He cert |
handled his subject in a masigrly
manner and in spite of the handmjp
having to follow a’barrister of the great
standing of Sir Robert Finlay, as well
as opening’'the case for t

he opposition;
he proved himself ‘equal to the great

{

i+

. . ’ . |
(From Our Special Correspondent.) |

i

George Turner of counsel for the
United States concluded his . argu-
ment before the arbitration tribuhal
on the Newfoundland fisheries dispute
with . Great Britain on Friday. He
spoke eight days. ) ¥

In closing, Mr Parner said - that
though he had spoken freely he had
desired throughout to show the great-

‘'est respect to England. The United
i States 4nd Bngland, he said, were
; n in blood, history, legislation

|

- Perhaps, he'said, the disputes be-
tween the two nations were due part-
I¥ito_ the close relationship, for when
i;%he British lion roared across the wa-
er American blood grew hot and a'de-.
flant roar was sent back, though peaceJ
and silence quickly again held sway. " '
Sir Robert Finlay .Disc_ussed{ ‘Seven |
‘Questions op Three: Days.
e day f:ffune 14, 15 and 1§, |
" Sir Robert Finlay— |

€

il

dealing at length with the seven{
questions which wvere submitted to the |
Tribumal and fhe application  of in-{

ternational law to eacH case In point.
Sir Robert put /most of his time, as he
did in his opening and historical ad-
dresses, on q itions one and five,
relating to regulations and bays, and
#elaimed, in the casé of the former, that.

-

‘the territorial jurisdiction of = Great s

‘Britajn aver ‘the locality where the
fishery iS to be exercised is abso-
lutely unqguestioned and unquestion-
able. e \ "

He "contended ‘that the same prin-
ciple applies to that portion of Brit-
ish territory which consists of the
territorial waters adjoining the shore
and that, in the exercise of these rights
in the waters for the ‘purpose of fish-
ing, the United States fishermen are
Just as much subject to the local reg-

| Or just as bad, with reference to the
i

be no, possibility an ‘infringement of

| ment of light and harbor and other

task and 'made a noteworthy introduc-
tion of the ease of the United States,
In opening Mr. Turner said he dif-
jfered " from  the  learned counsel for
Great Britain that thé questions at js-
sue had been pending for nearly a cen-
tury, since he would show that for 25
years after the treaty of 1818, the gov-
ernment of the United States through
its citizens had exercised its rights
withofit question from Great Britain,
Great Britain and het colonies xd,
slept on their rights for another qudr- |
ter of a century hefore they raised the
next question involving any disputed |
construction of the treaty. The other |
questions will be found to be of recent |
birth and one was first suggested to the
United States at the time of the, for-
mulation of the special agreement un-
der which the tribunal is constituted,
And that in the face of an unbroken
period of 80 years, which ought to
have been sufficient for all purposes of
national good faith of the two govern-
ents and. would have been but for
the insistence of a colonial insistence
which she was unable to withstand. °

Regarding the questions of interna-
tional law which may be involved in
some of the:questions, Mr. Turner de-
clared that while it was not the prov-
ince of the tribunal to declare inter-.
natiopal law, still it must deal with
those questions as would any court
and its precepts and maxims, when
fully -understood, would undoubtedly
be accepted as correct principles of
international law.

Taking up the question of colonial
interference with the treaty by legisla-
tion, Senator Turner said it could not be
expected that the United States would
accept the British claim without ob-
jection, and .in Supporf of that objec-
tion must present in support of its po-
sition the practice of nations and the
books written upon the subject by the
great publicists of the world.

hferpretation of the Term Bays.
~ Regarding the matéer of the inter-

tion of the United States with regard
to the waters would be just as good, |

i

ght of the British government to
control the operations upon the shore
for sanitary or other reasons.
Employment of Foreigners by United
States Vessels.

Speaking to second and third ques-i
tions regarding the right to employ as
members of the fishing crews of their
Vvessels persons not inhabitants of the
United States, Sir Robert sdid, Y
Propose to submit that the tribunal
that on every principle of construc-
tion the liberty to the enjoyment of
this fishery is confined to the inhabi-
tants of the United States’ and that
they cannot employ -persons, not in-
“habitants of the United States, to fish
for them. 4

“In the second place, I submit that
laws forbidding Newfoundlanders to
take ‘'employment are in no sense and

the treaty and that that is a ques-
tion which must be Alealt with by the
eourt in dealing with this question.
Sir Robert skipped lightly over
questions three and four, regarding
entry and report at. custom house, pay-

dues and entrance te harbors to cer-
tain harbors for shelter, repairs, wood
and water, :
Interpretation of the

?'erm Bays is in
Oipolie, ¢ = |

. 1 Hve, {Sir: Rob-
ert spent the “whole of one day on the
subject of “bays” and quoted  letters, |
official and otherwise, and a large |
number of authorities on ,international]
law to support his contention. He re- |
ferred to Mitchell’s map and Jeffery's
maps, published back in 1776 or there-
abouts, and submitted that the word
“bay’ occurring in this fifth question |'
must be read with reference to these
maps as they must be taken to have

ulations, bona fide made for the pre-
servation of the fisheries and the main-
tenance of order in the interest of the
fishermen of both countries, as  the

“It is suggested,” Sir Ropert con-

tinued, *“that the colony .and Great|

Britain might abuse the power of mak-
ing regulations. That JWould ‘not  go
unchecked, because any  such abuse
would be an infraction of the treaty.
As soon as the fair sphere of regula-
tion of the fisheries was exceeded, as
soon as the treaty rights, the enjoy-
ment of the fisheries by the United
States fishermen, was interfered with
by putting them at a disadvantage as
compared with their British competi--
tors, that would be a breach of the
treaty and this tribunal would so hold.
There is a remedy for anything of that
Kind -

“But if the contention of the United
States should hold good, that no reg-
ulation can be made affecting Amer-
ican fishermen, except with the con-
currence of the United States, there ig
no remedy provided. There is nothing
in the treaty which provides for joint
regulation.” .

Closing his remarks on Question
one, “regulations,” Sir Robert - said.
regulations of that kind are abso-
lutely essential. = Regulations of that
kind have always been enforced on
these coasts, a# he had shown by an
examination of the various statutes.

Petation of ((hé torm bays, Senator |
Turnet "said the' tribunal could avoid
the question of international law sub-|
‘mitted by the United States by ac-
cepting the position of Great Britain,
but he claimed that it must consider
the term in a legal and not in a geo-
graphical sense and as considered by
the parties at the time of making the
treaty of 1818,

There were two alternative courses,
the tribunal could apply to the ques-
tion the correspondence relating - to |
the treaty which clearly defined the

been befor> the arbitrators of the trea-
ty. He again reviewed all the diplo-
matic correspondence on the matter of
bays from the signing of the treaty
down to the present time, taking up
the Adams and Bathurst letters

“In closing he said: “T submit  that
it all comes down to this, that there is
great uncertainty 4s to the extent of
the coastal ‘belt; three miles is cer-
tainly territorial. Nothing more . is |
certain. How far it'goes beyond that
we d0° not Khow. Our view is simply
this,” that the question is one of the

construction™of the treaty and that the | character of bays, and they may ook
word “bays'must bertaken in its fair|at the hia{?ry of the freatment of the
and natural meaning according to- the | question.

In the latter case they will find that |
while Great Britain has maintained
its position on this matter as a  dip-.
lomatic fence spasmodically and inter-
mittently since it was raised in 1845, it
has never undertaken to put the doc-
trine in practice andg has only seized|
two vessels as test cases, both of whid
were decided in by an internationat
tribunal against her. o i :
! Senator Turner thenm took up ‘th
treaty of 1783 and argued that it mav
TO new rights to. the United States but
simply renewed or recognized the ex-
isting rights which had accrued by the
beople of the cplonies being the dis-1
ators of the fish

coverers or origin
an coast, and also |

ies on the Americ:
the expenditure of blooq and treasure
ights in the wars

language of the tredaty and unfettered
DY any such artificial canon as it /g
now sought to import into the case,. .

"1 have now, sir, arrived at the end
of this long pilgrimage, T have only to
€Xpress to ‘the court my most grate-
ful sense of the patience with which
they have listened to a very long ‘ar-
gument. I do not apolegize for the
length of the argument, because the
length of that argument was an un-
fortundte necessity, the case being one
Of ‘such very  great complexity, and
there being so many documents and
facts, it was necessary in order to ren-
der the questions intelligible, that the
court should be to some extent guided
in detail through the labyrinth of all
these volumes, so that all the ma-
terial Tacts might be hefore the court,

But they were never objected wﬁby the
United States government unt "18784.j
when the Fortune Bay dispute arm.}

!

It was oyer and over again ;ﬂ!ﬂiﬁ&d
by the United States

such regulations
which fishermem y

in defence of those r
and Frangce,

between = England e
that the treaty of 1813 did. not

for the purpovse of dealing with the
questions sétlatim. - - f {
ROt _endeavor to summarize
my contentions with eithér tof
the general ' historical aspects’ of rthe

abro-

.




lish ﬁihlng laws,
al duestions ' py
nﬁ&ér Turner fur-
L !Gverel.gnty he
Dl Sovereignty exer-
tory of a State. The
,~1M1Mh

L “servitude 4

the treaty
Y interpreted, |
tat}gg of the!
4shing 'I‘he,r
was equiv- | |
l ray:il) privi- |

va‘ pr rietary’

'y high character. The |

Etm ¢ consented

‘the word “liberty” in

place of the word right, because “1ib-
‘erty” sounded greeablgg‘gn English
ears, but nse of»'tha ‘treaty re-

Conﬂnutut argued Jha
of 1816, however, stric
did nat con an

/but. o it was not exclusive, "in |
.common meant equaﬂy with a cer-
{tain number of people without dif-
rerence or distinction,

Britain had ‘ro right to- prescribe
‘how Amerlca sbould use her fight,
for ‘in that case’ the Amsrlean right,
would not b'e equai to the = British
caprices aud egotlsm of Br!tlsh col- |
| onies. : '] f
| | British G&mnmmt Fldqd to Produce |

: Report. !

Senator Turner drew particular at- |
tention of the tribunal to the circum-
stances ‘that while the report of the
American negotiators to the American
government concerning the treaty of
.1818 contained nothing in regard to the |
/limitation of American right by the
;mtroduction of the expression “in
common,” Britain had failed to pro- |
duce before the tribunal the report
which 111; British negotiators had made
o thein go\rernment eoncernmg the |
’same l;reaty. !
i This c;;cumstance was 'very slgnm-
cant,

Senator Turner contended that the
right given inhabitants of the United
Stateg il the eaty of 1818 to' take,
dry and cure fish on the coasts in
question, in commeon with 'the subjects|
jof Great Brixaim was a negation of
,exclusivenq;s as regards regulations,
ifor the United States would never |
{have Aaccepted such a right if it were
'to be subject to capricious regulations
by Great Britain alone, for “instance

as i ng a _close  season of 10
yeara. ‘Great Britain M resarved
‘no exclusiv, right h: the ' treaty to

/make regulations, therefore he argued
that the right “in common created
an equal right to regulate wiﬂmut lim-
’itations, |

”"Clty ﬂymymout ‘
th Right. * ‘

1

f

of one |
the territory of an-
commercial treaty

s

9 {land that

"uﬁtmn t;l&x,
(ing reported,

| seiners,

day from

were neep
i The wea.ther‘is all that could be de-
sired for seinlng, and it is thought that
in a-day or so seme others of the
i;ei;mxs w. ﬁ re,parted at Boston with
[l - :
i\ The Ca ian?'nsh ‘bureau of Satur-
| day last peport a few mackerel being
Qtaken at Liverpool, N. S., but fairly
| plenty at Escuminac Point.-

| Along the Maine coast no mackerel
| Of any consequenceé are being found,
| but occasionally a boat takes a few in

One seiner, m‘ Sndiana. arrived to- g
lock fsland, b

| drift nets, but the number is not suf-

| ficlent to warrant the prediction that |
| & good catch will be in order later in:

| the season. It is time, however, if
there are @ good body of fish on this
''shore, that they would be showing, u
in ypau gﬁae ..

A &M of Whales.

| Capt. Krum of the bark Carrie Wins-
low, which ‘arriyed at Boston yester-
d reported a great school of whales

Nantuckett, ¢J5 _being counted . a§
ona time,

. Ola nghermen say that it is a fore-

runner. of a school of mackerel
mnm{ng ou .that ground and that the
whaiea are tomwink them.
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with. interest thé item on mackerel
 fisheries 40 years ago. At that time
- Portland, Gloucester, Boothbay, South-
‘port and other Maine towns as well as
many Massachusetts .towns were all

‘in mackerel fisheries, |
the business was|

- The !a‘uu« M,ot vessels from hoth
loucester and Portland with few ex-
. ceptions sent vessels to the banks

“the Now: ptia. shore and our
- shore cod cauntil July 1, then
‘they were fitted for the mackerel fish-
jery. We had t
last of April

in 'the oyster

‘ ‘employed
fbm;ineu through the winter ﬂtted and i

immd dividemn Txm netﬁnz ‘of mack-

|the fleet of netters starting about first
(of June and did 8o further south
“than Barnstable bay. They also for

'the mackerel fisheries been continued

in this way, the business would be a

very pmﬁmm ‘business today.
‘sending

up the spawn
' the huamm

lmih}:gx L
costly vmk. Thousands of barrels

oi‘ mackerel wi
fresh and sold for just

,000 to 75,000 bar-

g m arried from New York and’
, essel, sch. James

5000 barrels of
*and. abguz one-

month g!‘tha year for seining
ons but very few

‘erel.was also carried on successfully, |
_years were very successful, and had|
south of a large‘
- many new and |

‘what they mla bring and ehouaands |

¥

’i‘n the Editor of the Times:—I read |

ssels from Port-|

apt. Smith and any of the old-
time mackerel gatchers know that the
southern mack fisheries has ruined
what was once & very large profitable
buginess, empioying thousands of men |
aud ‘the most of them were first-class
en, engaged in a business at that |
a’ that was a good profitable busi-
ness, And the southern mackerel
fishery is carried on today by a few
good men on the principal of let to-.
morrow take care of itself, and if they
knew sure that the making of a close
| time wounld, bring back the large and
xnroﬁtable business of 40 years ago
1 they would continue to g6 south and
; carry on the business at a great loss,
| hoping against hope that the business:
fwm come back without a close time
| until July 1st of each year.
ﬁ I ‘wrote Capt. McParland last fall
| that in time the business will regulate:
| | dtself, but it will be at a great loss to
| those who engage in it; that the gill
| nets would take the place of seining
| and -the vessels that went seining the
| present year would do so at a great
| loss . unless they got mackerel on the
| Cape Shore.
| | It is no use trying to catch mackerel
in seines where hundreds of miles of
gill Nets are set. These nets prevent
| the mackerel from schoéoling and next
| year in order to make the business
i profitable, Gloucester should do away
‘ch _seines and use nets, and in a

{up what is left of the business by the
seining ﬂeet. !
C A DYER

Mi:branding of Canned Fish?’

On or about June 3, 1909, the Mont-
erey Packing Company of Monter-
ey, Cal, shipped from the state of
California to the state of New York
63 cases of canned fish labeled
“Broiled California Mackerel—Pil-
chard er Sardinia Caernleus, packed
at Monterey, Cal”” Examination of
samples of this product made by the
|Bureau of Chemistry, United States
Departiment) of Agriculture, showed
it to be misbranded within the mean-_
ing of the Food and Drugs Aect of
Junie 30,.1909. As it appeared from the

made, that the said shipment was lie)
able to seizure' under section 10 of
the act, the secretary of agriculture
reported the facts to the United States
Attorney for the southern dlstnct
of New York.

In due course a libel was ﬁled
-against the said 63 cases of cannea
fish charging misbranding, in that each
dan was labeled “Broiled California
Mackerel—Pilchard or Sardinia
Caeruleus,” 'which form of. labelling
was false and misleading, in that ' the
product contained in each of said
cans was not broiled Califernia mack-
erel, but was California sardine, and
also the words “Pilchard or Sardinia
Caeruleus,” were printed on said cans
th ‘wery small insignificant = etters
noticegble enly upon close inspection,
jand were further misbranded, in that
the product was offered for sale under
the distinctive name of another arti-
cle, and braying seizure, condemnation
and forfeiture,

- On September 14, 1809, the case
came on for hearing a.nd the court
rendered its decree of condsmnation
and forfeiture, and directed that the|
goods he t‘eleased to the owners ‘"m"i
pAyment of costs and the filing of .a
bond conditioned that the said goods
'should not be disposed of contrary to |
the laws of the United States or f
any state, territory or insular posses-
sion thereof.

Juky b6
ROCKPORT NOTES,

First 8qu':d of the Season.

The Story company's trap had the
first squid of the iseason yesterday,
when it produced four barrels. This
ils good news for the fishermen, as
there has been a great gcarcity of bait,
and - the appearance of the squi&,ﬂi{
imakes them more hopeful. i

findings of the analyst and report | .




